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Subject to certain limitations, state courts generally assume jurisdiction of transitory actions 
to enforce rights arising under the laws of other states or foreign countries, under the Full 
Faith and Credit Clause and on the ground of comity. 


Subject to certain limitations,! the Full Faith and Credit Clause of the United States Constitution 
generally requires the courts of one state to exercise jurisdiction in actions to enforce rights arising 


under the laws of another state,” as to transitory causes of action,” since it is the obligation of each 
state's courts to enforce the rights of all citizens, no matter where the rights were created.* Laws 


of a foreign country also may be enforced.” 
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Comity is ordinarily the basis of state courts' enforcement of causes of action arising under the 


laws of another state or foreign nation.° 
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